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In the Supreme Court of
Hawaiian Islands.

MAIIC1I TEltM. lMi;

Allen &. Robinson v. F H. Red-war- d

and Hawaiian Lodge,
No. 21, of Free and Acceited
Masons.

Before Bickerton aud Freae, J. J
and Mb. V. R. Castle, of the
Bar, lu place of Judd, C. J.,

Jlndmsof fact br the trial court, jury
waived, like thn finding of a jurr. can-
not be et aside tf there u sufficient
er idence to support iheiu.

Payments made under a building contract
by the owner to a material-ma- n upon
the order of the contractor, may bv
agreement between the contractor and
material man and in the absence of
any other agreement with the owner!
be applied tirst to ca-- h advauceil by the
matrrial-uia- n for labor nd then to
mater;il furnished.

The lieu provided by ?tatute in favor of a
or material mau it not

limited to the amount payable under
the original contract to the principal
contractor.

An abandonment of the work by th con
tractor after paxmrnt in full fur the
Proportion of wort then doue. i not a

enforcement of a lien for
materials furnished by a
before the abandonment.

An aitrteuiect of the c m ractor to give
suthcient endeuce that the premi-e- s

are free from liens and to ludemnify
:he owner for payment made in dis-
charging liens does not estop a mate-

rial-man from enforcing a lien.
An assignment to the material-ma- n by the

contractor of all moueys payable under
the contract. accepttNi by the owner
"subject to all the conditions ot the
contract." does not estop tne material-
man from enforcing a lien.

A material man is not entitled to a lien for
material which, though f tiniished to a
contractor for a buildinjr, never was in
corporated in the building, but was
delivered at the contractor's shop and
by him disposed of for his own benefit.

The notice of a lien for material furnished
by a should show the
nature of the material for which the
lien is claimed.

OPINION OF THE COURT, BV FREAK, J.
The defendant Redward contracted

with the defendant Hawaiian Lodjre
to do. for $7234, the carpenter work,
irn'Ugut auii cast iron worK anil pias
teriuc upon the buildiug known as
the Masonic Tvoiple situated on the
eaterly corner of Hotel and Alakea
3treets iu Honolulu. The contractor
abandoned the wck brfore its com-
pletion and alter $4700 had been paid
under the contract, this beiug-- more
than was payable for the proportion of
work then done Tiie Hawaiian Lodge
thereupon completed the work at a
co--t exceeding the origiual coutract
price The plalulitT, S. C AIIeu,doiug
business uuder the name of Allen &
Bobiusou, claim to have advanced
$2392 cah for labor au4 to have fur
nished materials of the value of
$5194 45, iucludiui; importation
charge-- , to the contractor for this
building. The $4700 paid under the
contract was all paid to the plalutt!!'
upon th- - orderof the eoutrai-tor- . The
piaiutiir now ;ues for a balance of
S2SS6 4-- m d Interest ttitrtou anil
claims a lieu on the bull.tiug aud lot,
uud-- r the "Ac to Provide tor Lieu-o- f

Meshauics aud Material men," Ch
21, La.f 15SS.

The ce tried in the Circul'
Court of the First Cirvuit. jury waived,
where judgment wa rendered for the
piaintitr for $2534.79, be-id- e- interest,
this ig the amount claimed te
f51 66, the value of materials -- howu
not to have Derti delivered aud the
lien ' for tin- - amouut
upon the building aud premises of the
drfeudaut HawitiiU Lotlgv.

The tweuty-thre- - exceptions enu
sierated in the bill of exceptions may
be considered in ub-tau- under a
few head-- .

First, the exception-- . t the follow-in- ":

findings of fact tuailf by the trial
court, titmely: that all the material-i- n

question were delivered except cer
tain items of t e value of $51.63; that
the plaiu'itl" advauced ca-- h to the
routrictor for lal r; that there wa-a- n

agre-me- ut between the contractor
and the mattnal-ma- u that payuimt-sboul- d

be applied, first, ou account of
the casn advauced, an t ttieu on ac
count of the materials furnished; that
the payments were so applied; that
the lieu claimed wa not fr cash ad
vauctd; thai there was not such cou
fusion in the account that iUius tor
which the law gives no lieu could uot
be separated by and ibt
the materials were uot furnished
solely on the creditor the defendant
Bed ward.

These findings of fact, regarded, as
they must be, as iu the nature of a
Terdict of a jury, caunot be set aside,
there being sufficient evidence to su-- .

tain them.
Secondly, evidencr-- f the agreement

relating to application of payments
was properly admitted In the ab-
sence of an agreement upon this sub
ject witti the owuer, it was competent
for the contractor and rn aerial-ma- n to
aeree uuou the application of pay
ments made to the latter upou the
orderof the former. The rule" relat
ing to the application of pajnieuts in
general apply to cae- - ol this fciud.
Phill Mec. Liens. 2 J ones,
Uens, Se- - 1307; 1 Am. Ld , Cas.3rd
Ed. 2S6 299.

Thirdly, the Circuit Court correctly
held that the amount for wdich the
propertv may Us charged with a lieu
in favorof a subcoutractoror material
man is not limited to the amouut pay
able by the owner to the coutractor.

In a few State-- , satcou:ractors are
given no Hen at all upou the property,
but a lien only ou the debt payable by
the owner to the contractor In many
States a direct Hen is given ou the
property, but with an express limita-
tion to the amount of the original
contract price. Under these two
cla-s-fs of the right of the
material-ma- n has generally been held
to be controlled by the state of the
account between the owner and con-

tractor the material-ma- n or
being merely subrogated to

the rights of the contractor.
Under other statutes a direct lien is

given npon the property, either with-
out qualifying or limiting exure-slo- ns

aa to amount, as in many States, or

the with expressions clearly showing that
there is no limit, as in a few Stares.
Under such courts have
generally held that the material-ma- n

may have a lieu for the reasonable
value of the materials furuMied by
him, even though lu excess vt the
amount payable to the principal con-
tractor under the original coutract.

Our statute is of this nature. It
gives a direct lieu upou the property
to the sub coutractor without limit
with reference t the original coutract
price. The statute provides:

"Section 1 Any person or associa-
tion of persous lundshlng labor or
material to be ued lu the construc-
tion or repair of any building, struo-tur- e,

railroad or other undertaking,
suau nave a lieu tor tne price agreed
to be paid for such labor or material
(If it shall uot exceed the value there
of) upon sujh building, structure,
railroad or other undertaking, aa well
as upon the iuteresl ot the owuer of
such buildiug, structure, railroad or
otuer undertaking iu the laud upou
which the same is situated."

This section of the statute gives a
Hen to "auy person furnishing mate
rial" aim tnaKes no distinction be- -

tweencoutractors aud
Other section, 5 aud 6, show clearly
that subcontractors were Intended to
be Included.

The lieu I "for the price agreed to
be paid " This may mean the price
agreed either between the owner aud
coutractor or betweeu the coutractor
aud material mau. It wou d naturally
meau the price agreed loououeslde
at least by the "person furuishlug the
materials" aud that would be the sub
coutractor if the materials were fur-
nished by htm.

There is not ouly no express or im-
plied limit of the lieu
to the price agreed betweeu the owuer
aud coutractor, but the clause "if it
shall uot exceed the value thereof,"
would seem to have been inserted
chiefly for the purpoe of preventing
collusion between the contractor
aud wherebv they
might otherwise blud the owner
beyond the real value of the
materials or labor. This clause would
hardly have been inserted to protect
the owner agaiu-- t bisowu agreement
Indeed, he would ordiuirily be es
topped from s3j iug that the price he
agreed to pay exceeded the real value.

Again, as a rule the price agreed
upou between the owner ami the con-
tractor is a lump sum for all labor aud
material covered by the coutract, auu
iu such cases the ouly "price agreed to
be paid (or such labor or material" as
may iefuiui-be- d by the several mate-

rial-men or is the
price a treed betweeu them and the
coutractor

Section 6, which provides that when
the work or material is furnished to a
contractor, that is, by a sub-contr-

or, laborer or material-man- , "the
owuer may retain from the amount
payable to the contractor sufficient to
cover the amount due or to become
due to the persou or persous who tiled
the lieu," may, at first glauce, seem
to Indicate that the Lgisla'ure con-
templated that there would be sutll
cleut to satisfy all ileus out of the
origiual coutract price, and that there
fore there wa- - no intention to give
any further right. But this iufereiice
by lio mean- - follows. The sub-
contractor is given a lieu directly ou
th property, not ou the debt pa able
lo the coutractor; the oVuer is uot
obliged to retain the mouej ; tie Is
merely Permitted to do so a one
meau- - of protection, to himself ugiuist
the wroug or ml-t.i- or inability of
me contractor, tie is not permitted
to retain the mouey contrary to the
provi-iou- s of hi- - contract, except
after the notice of the lieu has been
filed, aud yet that notice may be tiled
and proceedings commenced to en-
force the lieu at auy time within three
mouths (Sec. 2) after the completion
o: tne buildiug for which the
materials were furuNhed: that i- -.

the notice may be filed ami tie Hen
eutorced arter tne time wlieu under
the usual ter s of buildiug contract- -
ttie contractor would have been paid
111 full. It is dear, therefore, tlitt

6 authorizes a retention of
money payable to the coutrac or, only
as a pr .teetiou to the owner so far

is any that uiny 1 e retaiu-d- , and
that it dues not imply that b-cou

tractors are U ne bound ty payments
made to tne co'utacor according to
the terms ot the coutract.

WV are aware that a different view
has been lakeu by some couns. See
Fullenwider v. Longmoor, 73Tex 4S0;
Burt v. Parker County, 77 lb 33S;
Kuowle- - v. Joost, 13 Cat. 620; Retitou
v. Conley, 49 lb. 157. The statutes
uuder which the Texas aud early Oal
ifornia deci-io- were rendered, while
resemhiiug our statute somewhat. et
differed trom 11 in several repects,
whether sufficiently to ju-ti- fy the de
cisious madeunder them, we need 1101

say. T.ie wordiug of our own statute
a well as the decided Weight of au
thonty requires u- - to hold that the

is not thus limited.
The later Ctliforuta decision above
cited appears clearly to hav-- been er
roneom under the statute then in
force

The Supreme Court of Nevada.
Washington aud Mew Mexnti refused
to follow the Supreme Court of Cali- -

construing
which w-- re copied from the California
statute See Hunter v. Truck e Lodge,
14 Xev., 24; mid S(okane, etc, Co v
MeCbe-oe- y, Pac. R (Wash ), 195.
in which a similar decision of the
Supreme Court of New Mexico is

to; also Colter v. Fre-- e, 45 Ind ,
96, and Heury, etc., Co. v. 97,
Mo. 47. In these ca-e- s the California
and other decisions are

Statutes of this nature are sustained
from tbe Legislative view, in point of
policy, ou ttiegniuod that au owner
o" property ought to compensate tho-- e

who add to its value by furnishing
materials for its improvement, and
that he may prottct himself from lia-

bility beyond tbe contract price by
emp'oyine ouly such contractors as
are financially reiiousible, or by with
holding from them such part of the)
contract, price as may oe umcieut to
satisfy liens, or by requiring them to
give bouds for the delivery of the pro-
perty free from liens, 0r by other
means The tendency receni legi-l- a

tion seems to be to limit tbelien of the
to tbe amount of the

origiual contract price unpaid at the
time when the notice of tbe lien is
filed. But courts mnst construe sta-
tutes as they find them.

Fourthly, it is obvious from the
above reasoning, that an abandon
ment of the work by the contractor
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does uot work a forfeiture of the rights coutract Iu question aud the mauager
a with reference to of the plaintiffs buslnesn. This was

materials furnished before the aban- - . nlso apparently the fiudlnir of f..t bv
doument. Theca-- e would, of course, be
otiierwise H the statute merely subrn
gated the to the rights
of the coutractor.

Fifthly, it was provided In the con-
tract that the coutractor should before
each paymeut, If required, give suftl

the trial who ih
pouu

is
clently with by a
"materials'1 only, words
"lumber aud hardware" may
uraicw s

cleut evldeuee at the premises were A partial enumeration which pur- -
..v ...... .,.0, hiu; i.iuc mii- - j uo a. complete enumeration isthere should be any Ileus for which wor-- e than none 'at all, because it Is
the owners might be liable they might misleading See Whlttler v. Millretain from the moneys payable to the, Co., 36 Am. St, Rep. (Wash.) 149
contractor sufficient to iuilemnlfy even If a claim merely for "111a-ttie-

and thai ll there should be auy terlals" were sufficient, there would
such claim after all payments were considerable ground tor limiting a
made the contractor should to person who did uot make claim,
them all moneys that they might be to the claim actutllv mad... H
compelled to pay Iu discharging 'ought not to expect "more thin he
Ileus. The-- e provisions might estop claims, especially his claim is mis
the coutractor from tiling a lieu, but j leading.
they do uot estop a subcontractor! But, is a claim merely for "materl-fro-

dolug so. They Imply, mi theials" sufficient? The statute
contrary, that liens may lx file I that the "no Ice shall set forth the
ami provide loriuiiemnityiu case aumuut of the claim, the labor or ma
shall be tiled. Evaus v. Orogau, 'terlal furnished, a description of
Pa. st. 121; Creswell Iron Works property sufficient to Ideutlfyj isrieu, iot iu. ii. (

same, and auy other nittter uecessary
The assignment by coutractor to to a clear understanding of the same."

the piaintitr all moueys payable Many statutes elsewhere upou this
uuder the coutract was accepted bv sutijeci require a lull or Itemized ac-th- e

Hawallau Lodge to ail couut, but our statu'e, like some
the contract." This , ers, does uot go so far Iu Loukey v.

did not the plaliitltl" from tiling Wells, 16 Nev. 271, the statute re-- a
lieu. It did uot make him a party 'quired the material mau to file a claim

to the coutract. The coutract itself "coutaiuiug a statement of his de-w-

not assigued, but ouly the moneys mand." The Hen was claimed for
liavable under it. and. no doubt, ' " aterial, to wit: lumber, doors.
plaiutiiT could not recover ou this! sash, blinds, midings, casings aud

auy money-- i beyond what uiill work " The Court this a
would otherwise have beeu payable -- utlicieut descrlptiou, as It showed
to the coutractor. But the present' "nature aud chaiacter" of the de-
claim is uot for monejs payable by mand. That our own statute does not

terms of the coutract; it is for the I require a full itemized
of a lieu under the'uietit is implied hy the re- -

statute, qulretueut of Section 5, that "the
Sixthly, certain stairway material, shall bs served with a de- -

of the value of $100, was delivered, uot , tailed specification of the claim, pro-a- t
the building, ou which the lieu is videit that no such specification shall

claimed, but at the shop the cou- - have been furnished belore proceed
tractor, who of the same iu ings werecommeuced."

ot a claim for rent agaiust It seems tous, however, the
him-el- f. nature or character of the materials

Courts elsewhere are about equally , should be showu. The statute
upou the question whether a 'quires the notice to "--

et forth
lieu may be sustained for material the material'furuished." Tuts means
sold for, but uot actually iucorporated ' more that the claim may be situ
in. a buildiug. By some courts it is. ply for "material " It meaus at least
held that the contractor is the quasi that the class or kiud or nature of the
agent of the owuer, that the material- - material should be showu. The pro-ma- u

is justified iu trusting him, the ' vision that the notice shall set forth
coutrctor, Inasmuch as the owner' auy other matter uecesssary to a
has 'V -- elected him as oue
iu whom confidence may be reposed,
and that it wuuld be unjust to require
th- - mat-ria'-m-- oi (and Impracticable

r himj to fo'luw up the malerialaud
prove that it, was all used iu a par
tiuu'ar building.

We cmuoi go so far. The owner
dues uot, ei'lier expressly or by im
plication, give the coutractor any
thority to liability on his I It these ouly
for materials, but ou the contrary he
expressly stipulates that the coutrac
tor uiinself shall furnish all ma
terials aud do all the work for a defi-
nite sum. The statute, it is true.
makes the coutractor the ageut of the
owner, wishes of is power

to a very limited material to a
is uot justified cnptlou of materials he sold.

upou honesty '? reasonable- to require to do
bectuse owuer to some ext-- nt

doue so - uot bouud to II

materials aud he form
juilgmeut oTthe integrity of cou
tractor. Is piotecred,
a- - against the owner, pr iimp-tio- n

that ma'ri lis were actually
used e for whieh they
"re throvviug bunleu ol
pri)f theoAiier to show tne cou
rary. If mverials were

dir.ctiy to or to cm
trac'or with ti e express approval
of owner u-- e 111 a iur-ticu- iir

building, tatter would
probably in 1110-- 1 r be es-
topped from g a different Use,

where -- l to contractor
without theexpre;- - itpi.mv-t- and per
haps without knowledge of

li

catioti them, uould cer-
tainly uuju-- t owner hold

liable contractor
agent owuer purjiose

suitable
buildiug

purpose

theory statute
uiateri tlinau

material bold liable
who-- e be-

come value
which

des require
owner should held liable mate-
rial which, through wrong

lug. uuder

that, between iuuoceut par-
lies, shou'd remain where

material duties
perform himself

joy expense others
with

throw bs, auy, inuoceut
third panics statute
strictly cou-true- d being dernga
tiouof common arbitra
rily giving certain cred
itors claims gretter

other- - which
Hw.

fornia statute, which gives

Evans,

(ersons labor materitl
re-

pair easily
Dear

dorfTv. Cnapin
Paper Work9, Huuter

Coe, Oal., 510; Weir
Barnes, (Neb
King, lAl), 50S;

Lastly, Circuit Court sustained
certain column-- , plates,

girders, grills gates, thevtlu- -
S1I43SU, doors,

transoms, sash,
blinds sand,

value SI616 objection
tbe-- e items that

tney covered
materials notice

claim required

notice claimed
"for materials furui-he- d, wit, lum-
ber materials

within

found
SlMndanl

given with refer-
ence these materials

persons familiar with these terms
architect

contractor under

Judge, nosed
law.

that statute sufll
claim

that

Aud

lefuud such

ttiey

held

that

than

owner

Co,

cfear understanding same"
beats construction.

While the words the
materials furnished should con-
strued materials
should included which

within accept-
ed those words.

statute arbitrary.
gives exceptional

Incur behalf privileges, gives
condition shall comply with

terms
provi "lien shall at-
tach" untless notice, the character

d, filed. beeu
ready said, statute s'rict'

asraiust the latter.
but extent oulv. The) the mau give proper

iu'relviug the has
the coutractor' Him

the has
He his

inu-- t bis own
the

hy the
the
the puno

sold, the
uikji.

the -- obi
the the

the
the

'hnwi!
but the ti.e

'he the
and the as

eted at the and a
maite f it

be to the to
him The I- - the

of the for the of
to l e

put into the but not for the
of for
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The ol the is
that the may fol
low his aud
him into it has

aud the
of it has

not that the
be f r

the of the
ue"er went into the build- -

Iu of loss sUl-I-i cir
it lj, in our more

just as
the lo-- s il

fall- -. The man has to
as well a

toe ar the of
act aud

tne if on
The is to be

as iu
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to
for of no merit

thau are lelt
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iu a lies to

21

of

of

or
to be u-- the or

of any is capi- -
ble of this See

74 Mo , 37;
v. 30 ;
v. IS v.

etc, 60 v.
57 X. W. ), 750 ; Lee v.

13 So. v.
42 Me.,

the
the lien for

aud of
01 anu tor

aud tbe
of ,0. Tne to

the of is,
were not by tbe

of the in the
tbe of lieu by the
statnte.

In the the lien was
to

and The in
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the and
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the

the

the
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the

He

the
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in
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of

ou
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ai-- o out this

of
be

yet 110

be do uot fair
ly come the

of
The Is

It a
but on
that he

tne 01 the statute. The statute
les that the not

of
is As has al- -

, the is to be
the Iv It in the of

of the "

for

fr

is

own

for

9

of

a), iu viewof the favors
extended to mm A ud this should be

iu justice to the owuer,
other mate- -

and all other per-on- s whoe
intere-t- s may he affected by the lieu.
The reason has greater forfie when, as
in this ca-- e, the materials nra fur
uisheil, uot to the owner himself, but
to the contractor anil perhap- - without
any ou the part of the
owner See Russell v Bell, 44 Pa. St.
44; Phill., Mec Liens, Sec 349 If the
lieu were claimed by the eontrictor
for all the labor and material furnish-
ed for a building under au entire cou-
tract, a more general
might perhaps be sutllcient under the
statute.

We find no ground for
owuer, the deliv judgment against thede'eud mt

bdiidiug,

purcha-iu- g material?

purcha-in- g .materials
contractor's,

buildiug
incorporated

enhanced. Thi-obje- ct

contractor,

cumstances, opinion,

privil-
ege-
HeciuuiK carelessness

preferences

their statute-Th- e

"furuishlug
con-tructi-

building,"
coustructioo.

Everhartt,
Conn.,461

Blanehard, III31S; Sylvester

Taggard
Buckmore,

windows,
astragals, balusters,
ventilators,

allowance
descrip-lio-u

hardware."

"lumber"
Century

dictionaries,

particular

islands-t- be

building

ques'.lou
argument

complied

surplusage.

defeudant

descriptive

liberally,

generally
definitions

artificial,
material-ma- n

construed.

extraordinary

required pur-
chasers, incumbrancers,

knowledge

mUerialsareu.it

"hardware,"

neuwuru, uui as agiiusi .rue iieteuii-a- ut

L'dge the judgineut is
set aside aud a new trial orJertd.

While fully coucurriug iu the re-u- lt

arrived at in the forejotug opininu,
which I feet comjielled to do uder
our-tatu- te and the authorities cited,
yet I feel strougly that our -- t.ttute
should besoanieudeda- - to specifically
limit the liability of owners of ouilil-in- g-

under liens filed by mechanics
and material-men- . this having been
done iu many of the United States
and beitm a m.itt-- r wt)ich should be
controlled by local s'atute

Rich. F. Bickekton-- .

F. H Hatch and W A Kinney for
plaintifl"; A. W Carter aud C. Brown
for defendants.

Honolulu, 1S95.

Awarded
Highest Honors World's Fair,

Gold Medal Midwinter Fair.

CIS
CREAM

BAKING
POWDER

MOST PERFECT MADE
pure Grape Cream of Tartar Powder. Free

"om Ammonia, Alum or any ether adulteram.

In all the great Hotels, the leadic
2Iubs and the homes, Dr. Price's Crean
Jaiing Powder holds its supremacy- -

40 Years the Standard.

LEWIS & CO.,
Acenta, Honolulu, H. I.

8rEikAY
TrPTINS

AT GAZETTE OFFICE.

SHOPPING SIPJST
It is a well-kno- wn fact that people's clothes wear

out in the country as fast if not faster than in
Honolulu. Now there is no need for making a trip to
the Capital to renew your stock of wearing apparel.

. L. B. KERR, QUEEN. ST., HONOLULU,

Has Started A

POSTAL ORDER DEPARTMENT

and will be pleased to send on request, samples and
prices of his celebrated West of England Serges,
Scotch Tweeds and Ginghams, India Linens, Dimities
and Prints; also Sheeting, Pillowcasing, etc. A single
yard at Wholesale Prices.

L. B. KERR
BY AUTHORITY.

Meieis ol lie Tin flppl Booms

Commissioned by the .Minister of
Finance for 1S95.

FIItST DIVISION", IsUA.N'1) OF OAIIU.

William F. Allen, William A. l)oeii.

SECON'I) DIVISION", ISLAND OF 3IAUI,
MOI.OKAl AND UAJfAI.

D. L. Meyers, F. W. Hardy.

THIRD DIVISION", ISLANDS OF HA

South Kilo

Noith Uilo

Hamakua.

South Eohtla.

North Koliala.

North Kona....

Soath Kona.

K.iu

Puna .

w.

WAII.

Island Maui:

(W. S. Terry,
' (W.A. Hardy,

t Richard Ivers,

(. Hotimoa.
1 1. Forbes,

K.C. IJIackow.

reo. Lincoln.
( Henry Kenton,

(Geo. Hall.
Miller,

1 1)

Waiuu.D.S.

(H. W.G

,....;
.L.

AD
G.a'uiith. H. D. Wishard.

Hookunnui,

C. D.

. S. Lima.

reenwcll.
T. C. Wills,

( A.
V

I

lkajla.
Hunter,

FOUUTII DIVISION", IsLAXI)
KAUAI 1IIIAU.

Desha.

OF

(signed.) S. M. DVMON,
3inister of Finance.

Fiuaro-Depirtmen- t. Noveubjr4, 3.

1U1-2-

For the information of the pnblio the
following resolution of the Executive
and Advisory Councils of the Republic o(
Hawaii, passed July 12th, 189-1-, is re
published:

Ibtolctd, thatMhe Pesident and mem
bers of the Execntivo Council shall be
officially addressed simply by the titles
of their respective ofiice; thns, "To the
President," or "Mr. President," and
similarly the members of the Cabinet.
The terms "Excellency," "Honorable,"'
and words of like import shall not le
used in officially addressing the members
ot the Executive Council.

1700-3- t

Mn,

been

Interior Department- -

BunEAU of Conveyances, )

Honolulu. Oct. 23, 1895. J

D. aicConrusTox has this day
appointed an Agent to Take

Acknowledgments to Inst rn ments for
Record for the Island of Molokai.

THOS. G. THRUM,
Registrar o Conveyances.

Approved:
J. A. Kino,

Minister of the Interior.
1703-3- t

The following gentlemen have this day
been appointed members of the Board of
Fence Commissioners for the District of
of Makawao. of

W. F. Pogue,
John "Wagner,
A. Tavares, Jr.

J. A. KING,
Minister of the Interior.

Interior Office, Oct 28, 1895. l"03-3- t

The
I'orelffn OUIco Xotlco.

President directs that notice
given that

HENRY COOPEIt, Esq

has this day been appointed Minister of
Foreign Affairs and Attorney-Gener- al ad
interim, vice F. 11. Hatch, resigned.

GEORGE C. POTTER.
Secrtta-- y Foreign Office.

Foreign Office. November 6tb. 1805
1745--

be

The Daily Advertiser 75 cents a
month. Delivered bv carrier.
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Honolulu, H. I.

Has
Any- -

Body
Found "

.

In
Honolulu

A place where they em-

ploy better workmen than
ve do? Or where the cost

of repairing furniture is so
reasonable? Has anybody
ever had any work done by
us that was not satis-
factory BOTH IN PRICE
AND WORKMANSHIP?

There is but one answer,

NO !

And yet we are doing
better work today than
ever. We are not only

REPAIRERS
BUT

Manufacturers
-:- - OF -:- -

Furniture.
Think it ,over, you may

have something in the
house that needs touching
up: if you think it will
cost you a dollar, the
chances are it will only
cost you half that amount.

Try it and see.

HOPP&CO.,
Furniture Dealers,

CORNER KING AND BETHEL STS.

OOOOOOCOOOOOOOOOOC."COCO
o TUa. Mn, r .. 8
8 1 lit new vjitic: a

is not on! tle 5
most in uirett--
ing, but tbe M

most impor-- 6
tant indbrkunl '2
in the Itoow-- o
hold. Hon- Q
careful the
mother should
be to prevent

rl lav
a foundation for robust maturity.

Angier's
Petroleum
Emulsion

(Practically Taateleini),
is the babies' friend. .It cures
coughs, croupy ot otherwise. It
puts flesh on the little bones and
strengthin the little frame. Phy-
sicians everywhere prefer it to
cod-live- r oil, because it is a

that the little ones like
to take, and It cured.

SO Ctnti mad $1.00.

AnrierChemliilCo.. RwtoB.MiM.

HOBRON DRUG GO.
EXCLUSIVE AGENTS.

ai


